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No REASON 


For Applying for the 


REPBAL or EXPLANATION 
'OF.THE...:., 


' CORPORATION | 


AND 


TE 8 T A 0 1 8. 


2 B 0 UT three Years ago, ths there was a 

= warm Controverſy among the Diſſenters, re- 
= lating to the moſt proper Time to apply for the 

WS Repeal of the Corporation and Teft Acta, 
there appeared a ſmall Pamphlet of eighteen 

| Pins. called, The Diſpute adjuſted: To which an An- 

ſwer was then publiſhed, calle The Diſpute better ad- 

1 3 a dag gy Tong has been printed, en- 

tie e Rea leneſs of Applying for the Repeal, or 

| Explanation of the eter and Te ; {As : * 

laſt Performance containeth almoſt all that was urged 

in the former, with ſome few Additions, it will be a 

ſufficient Reply to both, if I examine this, remem- 

bering, as I proceed, wherever the firſt- mentioned 
Writer has ü any thing which this latter One 

1 A 2 | hath 
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hath omitted, and which looks like an Argument, to con- 


ſider it diſtinctly, and ſhew the Inconcluſiveneſs of it. 
The Author of The Reaſonableneſs of Applying ſpends 
his firſt nine Pages in mere Declamation, about the 
Merit of the Diſſenters, &c. which being all vague 
and general, and ſuited to the Pretenſions of any Sef# 
or Party whatever, who are not downright Traitors to 


the Civil Government they live under, I ſhall, for 
Brevity ſake, paſs theſe over in Silence, and begin 
from whence He begins his Attack upon the Diſpute 


adjuſted, at the Bottom of his ninth Page. 
_ 6 I ſhall proceed, ſays He, .dire&ly to conſider 


« what has been ſaid in Proof, that no Time is proper 


ce to attempt to get the Corporation and Teft Ads re- 
“e pealed or explained. And then he adds, © The 
* Author of The Diſpute adjuſted begins with obſerv- 
« ing, That in the Act of Toleration the Diſſenters 
cc are expreſly included in the Diſabilities and Penal- 
ce ties of the Teſt Act. They are ſo: and this I con- 
© tend to be one great Inſtance of the Imperfection 


ce of that Law. But let me beg it may be obſerved, - 
what every common Reader will cafily obſerve upon 


peruſing the Paſſage referred to, page 6, in The Diſ- 
pute adjuſted, That the Author is there conſiderin 

one particular Reaſon or Argument which the Dif- 
ſenters frequently and loudly inſiſt on, to ſhew that 
their Requeſt ought to be granted, and this Law re- 
pealed ſome Time or other. Their Argument, in ſhorr, 
15 this, viz. The Teſt Act was particularly levelled at the 
Papiſts, not at the Diſſenters; and as that Ad was then 


deemed neceſſary to guard againſt Popery, ſo the Diſſen- 


ters, tho“ they themſelves were unbappily included in it, 
made no Oppoſition to it, having been encouraged to hope 
that they ſhould be relieved from the Penalties of it one 
time or another. What Encouragement - was given 
them to hope for Relief, and what Sort of Relief 
was deſigned them, are two Points, which are clearl 

ſtated, and put beyond all Controverſy, in ' a ſmall 
4 | JJ — — 
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Pamphlet publiſhed in 1732, called The Hiſtory of the 


Teft AF. It is there ſhewed in the cleareſt manner, 
from moſt unqueſtionable Authorities, That the Re- 


lief intended them was only againſt the Penal Laws, 


ſuch as the Statute made in the 35th of Elizabeth, and 


the like; but that the Legiſlature had no thought of 


repealing the 7%, or ever gave them the leaſt Ground 
to hope they would: But fince the Diſſenters aſſert the 


contrary, and poſitively inſiſt on it, the Author of 
The Diſpute adjuſted ſhews, page 6, How highly im- 


ptobable it is, that the Legiſlature ever intended to 
repeal this Law, or made them believe they would, 


| from this ſingle Conſideration, viz. That when thiir 


Caſe came under à ſolemn Deliberation in Parliament, 
immediately after the Revolution, a Time when the 
Diſſenters cannot pretend but there was a Diſpoſition 


to conſider their Caſe in the moſt favourable light that 


the Conſtitution in Church and State would fairly ad- 
mit of. At this Time, when a Toleration was 'grant- 


eld them, the then 3 who could not be imagined 


more unkindly diſpoſed to them than the Legiſlature in 


King Charles the Second's Reign, was ſo far from 


exempting, that they expreſly included them, by the 


AH of Toleration it | ſelf, in the Diſabilities and Pe- 


nalties of the Teſt 48. Thus argues the Author 
of The Diſpute adjuſted. 
But, how very different a Face hath this Reaſon- 


ing, as it is here fairly repreſented, from what it hath 
as ſtated in the abrupt broken manner in which the 
Anſwerer has produced it? The Diſenters plead, That 


They were N by the Legiſlature to hope for a 
Relief from the Teſt A, ſome time or other; and there- 
fore, if ſuch Relief is not granted them /ome time or 
other, they have been deceived and impoſed on to 
their manifeſt Detriment. In anſwer to this the Di/- 
pute adjuſted ſhews, That there is no ſufficient Ground to 
believe they ever had any ſuch Encouragement : And is 
not this to his Purpoſe? The proper and the only 
CERT | | Way 
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Way of replying effectually to this, would' have been 


to make out the Fact, which the Di/enters ſo confi- 
dently aſſert, and the other Side deny. Bur, inſtead 
of this, he only gives us an Account of what Mr. Locke 


thought about the Act of Toleration. viz. That it was 


not /o full and extenſive as good , Chriſtians could wiſh 
it. Mr, Locke was certainly a very great Man, but. 
whatever Regard is paid to his Authority, and how- 
ever jultly, it happens unfortunately, in this Place, 
that his Authority has no Relation to the Point in 
Debate. If Mr. Locke could have been brought in 
to witneſs to the Fact in Nuoc this would. have 
been ſomething, and bis Evidence would have had 
its Weight: But what has his Opinion, about the 
Latitude or Extent of the Toleration to do with a 
Fa of quite another Nature, which is the particular 
Point in Diſpute? Tho', by the way, Mr. Locke's 
Words, as they are quoted, will bear quite another 
Interpretation than this Writer has put upon 
them. (a) But to proceed _ ua 
The Diſpute adjuſted, p. 7 and 8, mentions the Oc- 
caſional Bill, with. the Reaſons which moſt probably 


induced the Parliament to repeal it, in the Beginning 


of King George the Firſt's Reign: Upon this the Rea- 


ſonableneſs of Applying very improperly obſerves, p. 13. 
That the Repealing the -Occafional Bill is mentioned only 


to introduce this invidious Remark, . v1z. ** That the pre- 
e {ent Attempt to repeal the Corporation and Teſt A4fs, 
« ;; to let in thoſe into Places of Power and Truſt, who 


* think the Service of the Church of England fnful : 


« Sho bave not only a rooted Aver/ion to it, but think 

„ themſelves bound in Conſcience 10 do all that is in their 
« Power #0 deſiroy it.” This the Auſwerer calls an invi- 
dious Remark, whereas it is a true and a juſt one, and 


_—_— 
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(a) Vid. Occaſional Paper, No 6. p. 19, 20, 21. | 
made 


[ 7 ] 
made on purpoſe, to ſhew the very wide Difference there 
is betwixt repealing the Occaſional Bill, and repealing 
the Corporation and Teſt Acts, as the Opener: deſire. 
But as a great Part of what is objected to this Paſ- 
ſage has been already ſufficiently conſidered in the 
Occaſional Paper before referr'd to, N* 6, I ſhall paſs 
over | what is there taken notice of, referring the 
Reader to p. 10, 14, IF, 16, 17, 18 and rgth of 
that Pamphlet. Only, our Author's fourth Obſer- 
vation p. 16, deſerves, I think, a Rehearſing. 


In the preſent Conſtitution of England, ſays he, 


< it is not the Perſons in Offices, who can ſubverr 
« or deſtroy the Eſtabliſhment, but it muſt be the 
«© Perſons who can get into Parliament that muſt do 
* it. If Mayors, Sheriffs, Juſtices of Peace, or any 
< other Officers whatever, act inconſiſtent with, or 
© contrary to the Law, Weſtminſter-Hall, or the Houſe 
&« of Lords is a ſufficient Controul upon them“ Bur, 


with this Writer's Leave, Suppoſe, That James the 


Second was to revive in the Perſon of ſome future 
Prince zealouſly bent upon ſubyerting the Conſtitu- 
tion in Church and State: Suppoſe the Corporation 
and Teſt Acts laid aſide, and, in conſequence thereof, 
ſuch Sheriffs pricked, ſuch Faftices commiſſion'd, an 
Aſcendant gained in Corporations by a Stretch of 
Power, and ſuch Judges appointed, as ſhould be pre- 
pared to obey all Commands Suppoſe this to be the 


Caſe in ſome future Time, what a miſerable Condi- . 


tion muſt the Publick be reduced to? What Re- 
ſource would there be in a Parliament? A Man may 
talk as he pleaſes about the Parliament's undoing the 


Nation, and that no body but a Parliament can undo 


it; but it is Evident, beyond Diſpute, that the rue 
Cauſe of its Ruin, in ſuch a Caſe as this, would be 
the want of ſome Law to ſpecify and fix the Qualifi- 


cations of thoſe who might be appointed to Offices of 


ſuch vaſt Importance as thoſe I. have mentioned. If 


of 


the Ten Act in particular had not ſtood in the way 
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of James the Second, this Nation had been, human- 
ly ſpeaking, irtetrievably undone: Had there either 
been no ſuch Law in Being, or could the Papiſts 
have got it regularly repealed, they wanted no more 
to carry every other Point. And thus what the Peo- 
ple of England thought of this Law, at the time when 
it was firſt paſſed, was afterwards verified by Expe- 
rience, Viz. That it was #0 ill Bargain to the Nation, 
tho* bought of Charles the Second, at the Price of 
1,200,000 Pounds, and the Monty applied to continue the 
Mar againſt the Dutch, than which nothing, at the Time, 
could be more unpopular, or leſs approved a, This Law, 
which hath in Fact ſaved the Nation once already, when 
in the moſt imminent Danger, may be a means to ſave 
it again, ſhould we ever happen to be in like Circum- 
ſtances. But were it to be repealed now, ſuppoſin 
it of no preſent Uſe, can we be ſure we ſhould get it 
reſtored, again, if ever we ſhould be ſo unfortunate 
as to want it? If not, no Man, who wiſheth well 
to his Country, can, if he confiders Matters ſoberly, 
think any Time proper for the Repeal of a Law ſo ne- 
ceſſary to our Security. Beſides, is it reaſonable to 
expect that the Nation ſhould part with what it paid 
it's Money for, and bought at fo high a Price as 
' 1,200,000 Pounds, without any valuable Conſiderati- 
on? And Nothing can be a valuable Conſideration, but 
what would as effectually guard the Conſtitution - a- 
gainſt all Invaders. J „ 
Suppoſing it reaſonable to let in other Diſſenters 
to Places of Power and Truſt, if we could but keep 
out the Papiſts, yet as often as it has been asked 
How is this to be done? — we have never yet had a 
fatisfaftory Anſwer. But our Author is of opinion that 
he has hit upon what will do, p. 20, 21, 2z and 23. 


— 


88 
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(a) Fid. Lord Halifax 't Miſcellanies, p. 147. 


* » 
| B 


- By an Act paſſed in 1678 it is enated; That 


no Peer of this Realm, or Member of the Houſe 
«of Peers, or Member of the Houſe of Commons 
*« ſhall vote or fit there, until he ſhall firſt take the 
« ſeveral Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, and 
4 make the Declaration following. | . 


I A. B. do ſolemily and fincerely, in the Preſence of 

Cod, Profeſs, Teſtify, and Declare, that 1 do believe, 
that in the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, there is not 
any Tranſubſftantiation of the Elements of Bread and Wine 
into the Body and Blood of Chriſt, at or after the Con- 
_ ſecration thereof by any Perſon whatſoever : And that 
the Invocation or Adoration of the Virgin Mary; or any 
other. Saint, and the Sacrifice of the Maſs, as they are 
now uſed in the Church of Rome, are Superſtitions and 


Jdolatrous : And I do ſolemnly, in the Preſence of God, | 


| Prafeſi, Teſtify, and Declare, that I do make this De- 
claration, and every Part thereof, in the plain and ordi- 
nary Senſe of the Words read unto me, as they are com- 
monly underfiood by Engliſh Proteſtants, without any 
Equivocation, or mental Reſervation whatſoever, and 
without any Diſpenſation already granted to me for this 
purpoſe by the Pope, or any Authority or Perſon whatſoever, 
er without any Hope of any ſuch Diſpenſation from any Per- 
ſon or Authority whatſoever, or without thinking that I 
am, or may be acquitted before God or Man, or abſolved 
of this Declaration, or any Part thereof, altho' the Pope, 
or any other Perſon or Perſons, or Power what ſoe ver, 
ſhould diſpenſe with or annul the ſame, or declare that 
it was null or void from the Beginning. 


. Suppoſe now, ſays our Author, That this Teff a 
« were made tbe Teſt for all Places of Truſt and 
Power, Would not every Papiſt be kept out of all Ofi- 


& ces, juſt as now they are kept our of the Parliament- 


% Houſe?”'—T anſwer, No—lf he ask Why? « Muſt. 


„ not the Papiſt ceaſe to be a Papiſt before he could 
l 3 comply 


* 
L ) 

* comply with /uch a Te? I ſay, No Not this 
neither— If he asksagain— How then comes it to paſs, 
„ That this Teſt has actually kept out the Popiſy 
& 'Lords from fitting in the Houſe of Peers, and docs 
“% keep out all Papiſts effeftually from the Houſe of 
„ Commons?“ I anſwer— Becauſe they have never 
yet had a Diſpen/ation to forſwear themſelves, and de- 
Clare falſely : And the Reaſon why they never have bad 
Leave in Form, that we know of, is, Becauſe it was 
not thought expedient to riſque the Credit of their 
Church by granting ſuch Diſpenſation, when it could 
not poſſibly turn to any Account... ee. 
Ihe Papiſis can never oy their Point eſfectually. 

ſo as to ſubvert the preſent Conſtitution in Church 

and State, without the Aſſiſtance of 'both - Houſes: of 
Parliament; but the Avenues and Paſſages leading to 
the Houſe of Commons, are ſo effectually barred up by 
the Corporation and Teſt Acts Ce, preſcribing and ſettling 
the Qualifications of Electors, that they can never 
hope to be choſen in any ſufficient Number to make 
them of Weight and Conſequence, and enable them 
to ſerve the Catholic Cauſe; and this being the Truth 
of the Caſe, they have therefore never had a Di/pen/ation 
to ſwallow this Teſt, . to Members of Parlia · 
ment, becauſe ſuch a Diſpenſation could be of no Ser- 
vice, as long as the Corporation and Te Acts remain» 
ed in Force— But ſuppoſing their Way once opened 
into the Hleuſe of Commons by the Repeal of | theſe 
Laws, I dare ſay the Teft required of the Members of 
__ Hauſe, would not be ſufficient to keep them out 
of If, I, F 
It deſerves our Attention, That the Papiſts, in the 
Reign of Janes the Second, would have been very 
well contented, for @ Time at leaſt, with this very 
Scheme which our Author now propaſes. In a Pam- 
phlet publiſhed at that Time, to ſerve the Purpoſes 
then on Foot, and called 4 Diſcaurſe for takivg off the 
Tal Lows a Mt diet Religion, they expuels 
\ | | * | themſelves 


+ 


11 } 
themſelves to this effect, p. 38. © What if it were of- 
6+: fered to his Majeſty, to have all the Laws agninit 
$ Papifs and Diſſimers totally repealed, reſerving on- 
e iy tbe Te 


/ upon the two Houſes during the King's 
“ Reign, and then, thar Teſ to ceaſe alſo; if this were 
done, * we not be ſure that the Papiſts ſhall never 
% be in a Capacity to make Laws for the Extirpati- 
aon of iProteffams? We ſee here the thing propoſed 
then; was the very ſame that our Author defires now, 
except the propoſing. that the 77% upon the #20 Honſes 
ſhould continue only during the hen King's Reign. 
But this makes no Alteration—For all that they want- 
ed was to haue a Way opened for them into the 
Honſe of Commons, by the Repeal of the Corporation 
and Te Acts; and if this had been dane, King James 
would have had nothing more to do, but to have 
ſecured ſuch Returning Officers, as would have 
returned a Majority of ſtaunch Papiſts; and the Per- 
ſons ſo returned, would hardly, 1 believe, have gone 
back again, when they came up to Parliament, with- 
_ eur: ſome other Reaſon for fo doing, than this, viz, 
That their Conſtientes would not allow them to ſwallow 
the Oaths and Declaration. If any of them had ſcru- 
pled at them, and wanted a Diſpenſation from Rome 
to remove their Scruples, they would eaſily have ob- 
rained it; tho* I think ic much more probable that 
they would have diſpenſed with themſelves, and, once 
for all, have repealed the Law that hampered them. 

Hut perhaps it may be asked—If the Papifts can be 
diſpenſed with for the worſt of Crimes, why cannor 
they make as free with the Sacramental Te, and be 
diſpenſed with tor taking the Sacrament as well as for any 


thing elſe? . Now for this che Author of the Diſpute 
aa uſted.gives. a very good Reaſon. “ To join with 
„the Church of Zze/and in the moſt ſolemn Act of 
„ Worſhip, is an open Acknowledement that our Church 
+ is.a trae Church, and our Miniſtry a true Miniſtry, and 
„i trus Members of the Catholic Church of Chrif, 
wo B 2 „ notwith- 


[ 22 ] 
_ ** notwithſtanding our Separation from the Church of 
Rome. But for the Church of Rome to acknow- 
ledge all this, and allow its Members to actnowledge as 
much, would be directly giving up its own Cauſe: 
And the Conduct of that Church, and its Emiſſaries, 
ſome time after the Reformation, is an inconteſtable 
Proof what was their Senſe of this Matter. 1 
It is notoriqus that for-/everal Nears after the Refor- 
mation, the Papiſis here in England continued to re; 
ſort to our Reformed Churches: Till at laſt the Pope 
and his Agents, being ſenſible what would be the 
Conſequence if they were allowed to go on in this 
Practice, Parſons and Campion, two Jeſuits, came over 
on purpoſe to put an End to it; which they accord- 
ingly effected: And the Papiſts have never been diſ+ 
penſed with at any time ſince, that we know of, to 
reſort to our Churches, much leſs to communicate 
with us. * | Re | 1 
- But it has been aſſerted by ſome, that King Charles the 
Second, and his Brother James Duke of York, were both 
of them undoubtedly Papiſts; and yet the former lived in 
profeſs Communion with the Church of England, till a little 
before his Death; and the latter did not make an open 
Profeſſion of Popery for ſome Vears after the Reſtora- 
tion: And ſrom hence they infer that theſe Princes 
had certainly. a Diſpenſation for what they did. But 
xhis.is much more than appears, or can poſhbly be 
proved, Suppole only, what is ſuppoſed of Charles 
the Second in the Diſpute better adjuſted, page 21. That 
for Reaſons. of State they diſpenſed with themſelves: If 
this be owned, then it follows, that they never had 
any formal Diſpen/ation granted them, and conſequent - 
ly this Objection proves nothing againſt what I have 
advanced: And to the full as little is proved by the 
other Inſtances, related in the ſame Pamphlet, and in 
the ſame Page, of Perſons who lived in open Commu- 
nion, with the Church of England, and yet lived in 
the ſecret, and died in the avowed Profeſſion of . 
3 3 - 1 4 8 or 
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[ 13] 
For ſuppoſing them true, they prove no more 
than that particular Papiſis may be Knaves, as welf as 
People of other Religions. And this, I believe, is 
what no Proteſtant ever diſputed. That Noble Patron 
of Liberty (a) the Biſhop of Bangor, now of Win- 
cheſter, in his Defence of the Common Rights of Subjects, 
Page 261, 262. acknowledges expreſly, That-the 
c Teſt Ad has kept out Papiſts from Offices, and done 
6: Service that Way to the Nation; but it is effetual, ſays 
4 He, ant can be effeftual only, becauſe the Leaders of the 
“ Papiſts have not yet though: fit to give them a general Diſ- 
«« penfation to communicate with us when they pleaſe” — 
However, as long as their Leaders ſhall continue not 
to think fit to grant ſuch Diſpenſation, ſo long the "ny 
Act muſt indiſputably continue to be of Service: It 
is to no Purpoſe to argue from the Practice of ſome 
particular Perſons, ' who, having bur little Regard to 
any Religion, may perhaps, at ſome times, from pri- 
vate Motives of Intereſt or Ambition, have avowed 
and practiſed what they did not believe: Becauſe ſuch 
Examples are no Proof of any ſpecial Diſpenſations, 
much leſs] of a general one, ever granted by the 
Church of Rome, formally allowing its Members to 
communicate with us. With reſpe&t to a general 
Diſpenſation, the Reaſons already alledged are ſuffi- 
- Cient to make us believe, till we have inconteſtable 
Proof to the contrary, that it never hath been or 
will be granted: And as to ſpecial ones, there is a 
Fatt in point related in a little Book publiſhed at 
Grenoble in 1688, called the Memoirs of Monſſeur DxA- 
GEANT, which, as the Author informs us, were wrote 
by the Command of Cardinal Richliey, and ' contain 
ſeveral particular and remarkable Events, from the 
latter End of the Reign of Henry the IVth of France, 
to the Beginning of Richlieu's Miniſtry. Monſieur 


(2 Vid. Thoughts on the Corporation and Teſt Acts, page 10 11. 
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DzAaczANrT, the Author of theſe Memoirs, informs m 
p. 246, 2 7. „That he had gained one of the Mi- 
e ißßers of the Province of Languedoc (in which Pro- 
vince, and in Dauphin, the Strength of the Proteſt- 
ant Intereſt then lay) who was much employed and 
« far intruſted in the Affairs and Intrigues of the 
4 Prateſtants, and in particular Eſteem with Mr. Ls 
«© ERES“ (who was then at the Head of the Re- 
formed, and was afterwards made Conſtable of France 
for deſerting them.) * This Miniſter Ds a6 EAN 
& was inſtrumental in Converting and that he might 
« continue in. his former Station, and be thereby 
« enabled to diſcover the ſecret Deſigns of his Party, 
« in which Particular he did ſignal Service, DE A- 
© EAN r procured him a Diſpenſation from Rome to 
« this purpoſe, that tho' he was reconciled to that Church, 
« he fowd ſtill be allowed to, continue the Exer- 
<c ciſe of his Functions as a Prozeftent Miniſter for 
. © three Vears; provided, that in his Sermons he ſaid 
« nothing. conirary. fo. tho Creed of the Trus Church, 
4% and abſtained from adminiſtring the Sacrament of the 
&< Lord's Supper.” And DzacrAnT cells us afterwards, . 
That the Miniſters of State in France confeſſed; in 
ct feyeral Letters which he received from them, that 
they had no Informations about the Proteſtants 
64 more certain, or to he depended. upon, than thoſe 
« which they receiv'd from him; the moſt of which 
«< he acknowledges that this pretended. Proteſtant Mi- 
« niſter imparted to him.” Here then is an Inſtance 
| of @ ſpecial Diſpenſation granted to a Man who. had 
a Proteſtant Miniſter, to continue to officiate as 
ſuch for three Years after his Reconciliation to the 
Church of Rome, only with theſe two Exceptions, 
that he ſhould not openly preach; againſt Popeny, or 
edminiſter the Sacrame ut according to the Preteſlaut 
Ritual: This Diſpenſation being addreſſed to a Clergy- 
pan, theſe Exceptions. were therefore thus particular- 
ly worded, agrecahly to the Character and Office 


'of the Perlon to whom it was addreſſed but had; 
| 5 ; it 
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it deen directed to a Layman, in Time 2 C) 
Proteflant, it cannot be imagined bur the Excep- 
tions would of courſe have been varied, and t 
allowed to attend upon the ordinary public Wor- 
ſhip'in the Proteſtant Churches, provided, he did not 
openly impugn the Doctrines of the Romiſh Church, or 
receive the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper as admini- 
fired in Proteſtant Congregations : For it muſt be allow- 
ed, that there is exa#ly the ſame Reaſon why the Pope 
ſhould not allow a Layman to communicate with Pro- 
t geftants, that there is for his prohibiting a Clergyman 
to adminiſter the Sacrament according to a Proteſtant 
Ritual. And indeed by the Proviſo in the Di/penſation 
here mentioned, I can't help thinking that his pre- 
tended Proteſtant Minifter muſt have believed himſelf 
as much debarred from receiving the Sacrament, as from 
adminiſtring it according to the Proteſtant Form; be- 
cauſe the Deſign of the Diſpenſation being profeſſedly 
this, viz, to allow him to do whatever hs Romifh . 
Church thought they could, decently and conſiſtent» 
3 their Principles, allow him to do, withôut 
is diſcovering that he had renounced his former 
Profeſſion; that ſo under this Cloak he might be ena- 
bled to ſerve the Catholic Cauſe, by betraying bis ol 
Friends; this, I ſay, being the plain Deſign of the Di 
ſation, it can never be imagined that they vou 
have hampered him with a Particular Exclu/ion from 
eadminiſirins the Sacrament, at the fame time that t 
allowed him to receive it according to the Proteflant 
Forms; becauſe the receiving the Sacrament was x thing 
that might be much more eaſily evaded, and with much 
tefs Suſpicion, than the admini/ring it in the Church 
to which he was particularly related, and in which 
he had been accuſtomed ffatedly to officiate; and there 
fore it muſt neceſſarily be concluded, that if he was 
＋ debarred from doing What he could not, 
a the Space of three Year's Time, well avoid doing 
in his on Church) without rend xing himſelf Tu- 
ed, he muſt of courſe be ſuppoſed to be een D 
| from 
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from {ubmitting to what he might avoid, in other 
Places, without expoſing himſelt to any ſuch Suſpi- 
cion— eſpecially confidering that there was the very 
ſame reaſon to prohibit the one, that there was for 
rohibiting the other. This Inſtance is ſufficient ro 
t us ſee that the Church of Rome at that time 
thought, that the joining with Proteſtants in celebra- 
ting the Sacrament was no diſpenſable Matter, and very 
different from aſſiſting at the other Parts of Worſhip 
uſually practiſed in Proteſtant Churthes; and as it 
plainly ſhews us what ſhe thought then, ſo there is 
all the Reaſon in the World to believe, till we have 
direct Proof to the contrary, that ſhe is fti/l of the 

fame Opinion. ** | OS 
Thus then having particularly conſidered the Scheme 
which our Author propoſes, and thinks might be 
made effectual, ro relieve the Diſſenters by repealing 
the Corporation and Teft Acts, and yet exclude the Pa- 
piſts, which is the Point of moſt Conſequence in his 
whole Performance, 1 might fairly enough take my 
leave of him here; but as it may anſwer ſome good 
Purpoſes to go on to the End of his Work, I ſhall 
therefore proceed, only I muſt beg his Excuſe if, to 
leſſen my own Toil and the Reader's, as much as poſ- 
fible, I follow him no further than needs muſt. I 
obſerve, therefore, that all he has ſaid in ſeven or 
eight Pages following, to prove, from a Parity of 
Reaſon, that the ſame Arguments which are brought 
to juſtify the not repealing of the Te, would like- 
wile have juſtified the not repealing of the Penal 
Laws, is quite foreign to the Point in Diſpute. The 
Author of the Diſpute adjuſted inſiſts, page 10, That 

at leaſt it muſt be allowed, That the Legiſlature thought 
bey could not efectually exclude the Papiſts, without the 
Sacramental Te; from whence he draws this Conſe» 
quence, © That if they did not defire to exclude the 
„ Diſfenters, they muſt believe that a Sacramental Teff 
* was abſolutely neceſſary to exclude the * 


KY 


And then adds, Upon which another Queſtion a- 
de riſes, What then ſhall exclude the Papiſts if the 
<« Sacramental Teft be demoliſhed? Not Oaths nor De- 
« clarations, which it's plain the Legiſlature, at that 
& Time, look'd upon as Diſpenſable Matters, and ſuch 
Securities as might be broke thro' for the Good of 
the Catholic Cauſe.” But is this reſting the Point 
in Debate, That no Time is proper 10 repeal the Teſt 
A, upon what the Parliament believed in the Reign 
of Charles the Second ? Is this aſſerting that what they 
thought to be right then, muſt needs be ſo now, only 
becauſe they thought ſo then? Nothing like it. The 
Adjufter tells us, indeed, what was their Opinion, and 
acquaints us with the Reaſon which determined them 
to bat Opinion: But then it is ſuch @ Reaſon, as muſt 
always continue to be a Reaſon ſufficient to determine 
the Legiſlature in all time coming to be of the /ame 
Opinion, as long as the Papiſts ſhall continue to pps 


as they thought then, and do think ſtill, That Oazhs an 
Declarations are diſpenſable Matters, but that to Com- 
municate with a Proteſiant Church is not a diſpenſable 
Matter. 'F © 
As to what the Anſwerer maintains about Natural 
Rights from page 32 to 42. tho' it ſounds oddly. to 
me to hear of a Natpral Right to a Civil or Military 
Employment, ſuch as to be Colonel of a Regiment, of 
a Commiſſoner in the Exciſe or Cuſtoms, yet this part of 
his Work I ſhall take no Notice of, becauſe this Point 
hath been particularly conſidered in ſome Papers late- 
1y, publiſhed, and will probably be ſtill further ex- 
plained. . I therefore proceed to page 43. | 
The Author of The Diſpute adjuſted, calls upon the 
Diſſenters, page 15, © To ſtrengthen their Argument 
„of Natural Right by Inſtances fetched from other 
« Countries, where Civi! Offices are beſtowed with- 
tt out any Regard to Affection, or Diſaffection to the 
© National 1 And particularly mentions 
"Holland, where he aſſerts that no ſuch. thing is done, 
notwithſtanding that Part 1 World is /o famed 


for 
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for Liberty. Now to this it is anſwered, © That irs 
VDeclamation and Amuſement, but no *Reaſi ſoning. -* 
Whescas, in Fruth, it is the beſt Sort of Reaſoning, 
iz. a Reaſoning from Falls rather 090 from Theory. 
Bot to examine . is o ffered again 55 
Firſt, it is asked, “ Suppoſing no Inftance at Wi! 
could be produced from other Countries, where Ci- 
& wi} Offices are beſtowed upon Perſons who e 
*« from the National Church, would this a 
« Evidence againſt what is Right in ite? oY 
far from it. What is Right in itſelf can An, 
wrong, whatever be the Opinion ot Mankind about it. 
But this Writer's favourite Author, Mr. Locke, thought 
it a ſufficient - Confutation of the common received 
Opinion, viz. That | the Idea or Notion of 4 Got is in- 
nate or natural, to ſhew that a Part of Mankind have 
no Idea of God at all. And if this kind of Reaſoni 
be allowed, mult it not ſeem ſomething extraordinary, 
That a Natural Right, a Right ſo evidently. founded m 
the Nature and Reaſon of things, as our Author con- 
tends the Right of the Diſſenters is to Places of Power 
and Truſt, notwithſtanding their Diſſent from the Re- 
gion of their Country, ſhould yet be andiſcovered hy 
any Nation upon Earth, nor any where allowed in that 
full and ample Manner in which our Dj Taper hers 
plead it ought to be allowed every where f - 

Secondly, It is remark'd, page 4F. That the 4 4: 
Juſter ( allows the good Effedts of the Toleration here: 
But then it's a5 d, „ Oan he allege an Inſtance 
& fetched from any Part of Europe, Frllang — Ee: 
„and our ſelves, where a 'Foleration Act is 

Probably not But the Thing (a n is to 4 
found, as the Anſwerer himſelf afterwards Low, HE 


in ſeveral Parts of Europe, tho' not the Law 
tells us, in the very next Page, of one $Jangenburg, 
a Papiſt, who was a General in the Service of che 


United Provinces: And again, page 50. He informs us, 
that Zumjungen, a Proteſtant was a General in the Em- 
ng da, And * he my * it con» 
5 tinues 
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<6; tinues to be the Practice in ſeveral Electorates, di 
e ſtin& Sovereignties, Free Cities of the German Ema 
spite, in Bohemia, and in Hungary, to adm Diſen- 
« ters to the higheſt Poſts.” Now, he would have 
us believe, in the Places where all this is ſaid, that this 
amounts to u great deal more than a bare Toleration, 45 
we unde the Word Toleration here in England, 
and as it #4 coniſtanrly underſtood in the preſent De- 
bats: Ant if theſe Taſtdnees had been properly placed 
and urged, and not contradicted in page 47 which 
I am now eonſideritig, they would have had the 4 
pearance of an Argument, to ſhew, in Oppoſition to 
the Achuſter, that there are 7ntantes in other Nations of 
that Narita! Riphi — allowed to De/enrers, which 
aun Dieners contetid for, A very ſafficient Anſwer 
/ might indeed have been given te this Argument, the? 
the moſt had beem made of it 5 becauſe à few parti» 
cular. and extraordinary Inſtanets atid Exceptions, 
ieket up here and there, and which but rafely hap- 
pen, can never be of Weight tnotigh to ovefturn a 
general Poſition, ſupported by the eomMvn and ordi- 
nary ÞPratice of other Countries. But by theſe Exam- 
ples,” as the Anſwerer hath put them, he contradicks 
and confutes himſelf: For if there be #9 Wyleration in 
any Part of Enrope, except in Exgland and Holland, as 
he muintuins, 47. then all theſt Inſtances, which 
are after wards mentioned, are fo many falſe Fats : 
Hut, on the repeal: go if they 294 [ believe 
they are, they prove, if they prove any thing, the di- 
rect K 4 is dere aſſerted ; dees they 
are certamly intended to ſhew, that ſomething more 
than a bufe Tülrrattbs is ullowed and practiſed in other 
W e 
Our Author tells us, page 46, That in Srorland 
„ there is no inrapatifuing Law, whereby Epiſcopat 
& lians are unqualified for Places. But could he 
pollibly be in eürneſt? Could he be à Stranger to the 
Act paſſed in the Sen Parliament, at the Time of 
the Union, called, An u for ſeruring the Proteflant Re- 
F C 2 ligion, 
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ligion, and Presbyterian Church Government; and àdjoin“ 
ed to the Act ratifying and approving the Treaty of 
Union? But by this Act, now mentioned, it is expreſly 
ſtatuted and ordained, © That, in all Time coming, no 
& Profeſſors, Principals, Regents, Maſters, or Others 
* bearing Office in any Univerſity, College, or School, 
„ within this Kingdom, be capable, or be alazireed 
% and allowed to continue in the Exerciſe of their 
„„ (aid Functions, but ſuch as do, and ſhall, before, 
&® or at their Admiſſion, acknowledge and profeſs, and 
“ ſubſcribe to be Confeſſion of Faith, as the Confeſſion 
« of their Faith; and that they will practiſe, and con» 
& form themſelves to the Worſb preſently\ in uſe in 
„this Church, and ſubmit themſelves to the Govern- 
& nent and Diſcipline. thereof, and never -endeavaur, 
de directly, or inditectly, the Prejudice, or Subverſion 
of the ſame; and that before the reſpective Preſ- 
« byteries of their Bounds, by whatever Gift, Preſens» 
&. tation, or Proviſion, they may be thereto provided.“ 
Zo that by this Teſt, which is enjoined in Scotland, and 
being inſerted as a fundamental Article of the Union, 
in the Act of Union it ſelf, can eu r be repealed: in 
any time coming, By the Letter of this Law, I ſay, 
ſuch as are of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſion in Scotland, are 
for ever excluded, not only from being Profeſſors in 


any Univerſity, tho? ſuch Profeſſorſhip ſhould extend 


no farther than teaching Greek or Latin, but even from 
being Schoolmaſters, and teaching to write and read 
nay, it reaches fo low as to exclude them, for. ever, 
from all Poſſibility of being ſo much as Univerſity or 
College Library- Keepers; or even Janitors or Porters to 
open and ſhyt the Gates of a College. And: ismnor 
this excluding with a Vengeance? And yet the Epiſ- 
copul Party in Scotland are thus excluded; even from 
theſe inconſiderable Offices, and that too by; a Law never 


to be revoked. «© ; ee 1 
pon which it is natural to obſerve, that the thus 


guarding Profeſſorſhips and Schools, is taking the 
moſt effectual Method to prevent thoſe who ſhall be 


qualified 
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qualified for any Public nta, from being of 


a. Perſuaſion contrary to the received Opinions or 
Practice of the preſent Church. And we may add to 


all this, what deſerves our Attention in the Hiſtory of 


the Teſt Act, page 17, That the Lay ETL Dw ERS 
& of every Pariſh, who may be preſumed to be the 
«© Perſons of beſt Note and Figure in their reſpe&ive 
6 Pariſhes, and to ſtand faireſt for Places in the State, 
„ are required to ſubſcribe. a Declaration, That they 
« will never endeavour, direftly or indireftly, the Preju- 
«©; dice or Subverſion of the PRESBYTERIAN Go- 
a, „c OST, ONE OT HOES 

Zo much for Scotland, at leaſt for the preſent. But 
ſince our Author has thought, fit to fill, up above four 
Pages to inform us what is the Cuſtom in Holland, I 
will take the Pains to conſider what he hath ſaid up- 


on this Head too. The Diſpute adjuſted calls upon the 


Diſſenters, to produce, if they can, ſome Inflances from 
other Countries, or even out of Holland itſelf, of Civil 
Offices beſtowed . without any Regard to Affection or 
„ Diſaffettion to the. National Religion.“ This is the 
Challenge; and how is it anſwered? Thus— The 
United Provinces admit all Diſſenters to Military 
« Employments by Sea and Land. What then? 
Are Military and Civil Employments all one? The 
Adjuſter knew very well that the Dutch do not exclude 
even Papiſis from their Army; it is enough for him 
that they exclude them from the State: And there 
may be, and is, in that Country, a very good local 


Reaſon for making ſuch a Diſtinction. 


Sir William Temple, in his Ob/ervations upon the United 
Provinces, page 248, 249, ſpeaking of the two States 
of Venice and Holland, expreſſes himſelf in the follow- 
ing manner: Both of them being /mall in Territo- 
e ries at Land, and thoſe in Frontier upon powerful 
Neighbours; both of them weak. in Number of 
« Native Subjects, and thoſe le/s warlike by turning ſo 
„ much to Traſſic and to Sea: But both of them 
e migbiy in Riches and Trade; they endeavour'd to 
FA | 3 F balance 
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10 balance their Neighbours Strength in Nackyve Sit 
« jecks, by foreign ſtipendiary Bands.” Now if this be 
the Cale, if à great Part of the Fortes in Hola 
cobfifts of Foreigners, eſpecially in Time of War; If 
For tiphers art fitter for Service thei their own Natives, 
and all their Neigtibours round them are Püplfs, ent 
ting ſome Princes in — Where cart "they 
Have Soldiers when they want them? Hbw muſt the 
reervit their Armies? Or how far off, at what Ex- 
ehre, and with what Riſques, muſt they feteh tlie 
175 of Men they heed; were they to exclude tlie 
Papi who are willing to ſerve them for their Pay? 
- hy? much for the Land Servite's und 4s to the bea 
'ho” Holland certainly is, conſidering the nell Eat ä 
ent of the Country, che beſt. peopledd Spot of Ground 


8 yet fill 'the Number of its People is hut 
Pra, comp b 


ared with thoſe great and power fil Vu 
ons that bolder upon them; and in Cafe of Wer 
with any of theſe neighbouf Nations, when it econ 
heeeffary. to fit out gy Fleets ſor their d Del 
Terice, of to annoy the Enemy; and yet, at the args 
Time. "they pot. am infinite Number of Mean 
Sept "which muft be min'd to garty en that 
Trade Which they have by Sea + Wikre could they polt 
Aby get et all the Hands, which, in ſuch Cirturnſtariced, 
thi neceſfaril Want, were Hot Sallbrry _ ; 
N ichs, Whether Nartves dr Foreiomers; admitt 
their Service? When a State in need If e 
1 N =-_ pt 850 its 972 j . 
can furni! and theit ours, hö 
be beſt arid moſt eafily fupp lied; 11 to we foe 
different” 7 gion, eden aro ky bhavoidably regu 
ced'to a Novelty of gevep he Service of fuch «> 
dffet themſelves, cena Bed Diferemu. Bat 
if nont of theſe  Fortigners, who 0 Caſe in their Service- 
upon the fingle Motive of Adyantage, were ever to 
Tſe to > conſiderable Station; there would de rid 
rizes ro ' tempt the Crowd to venture in 4 Laney 
ard ar be expected hut Blants and I: 
e Beneſits. | As 


whete north 
Intonfiter ab] 
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As to what our Author infiſts on, Page zo, out 
Cum ungen a Proteſtant, and yet a General in the Impe 
rial Service, this, as well as all that he ſays befidei 
about what is ſometimes practiſed in Germany, Babe- 
mia, Hungary, &c. is quite wide of the Purpoſe. 
Becauſe the Queſtion is not, what may be now and 
then practiſed for particular Reaſons, and in exiraurdi- 
mary Circumſtances : But whether, by the flared and ge- 
neral Practice in all Countries, 4 Regard be not paid to 
Action or Diſaffection to the National Religion? '' * 
The Papiſts in other Proteſtant Countries may per- 
haps be juſtly. enough confidered in a. very different 
Zight from what they are in Exzgland; ſtronger Bars 
may be neceſſary here, to guard again(t their Attempts, 
than are neceſſary in other Places, where the Tube of 
the Sovereign is not diſputed, and where they have not, 
what, with them, mult be a very intereſting Motive to 
excite their Endeavours for reſtoring their Favourite 
to the Fhrone, and taking Vengeance of his Enemies, 
vir, That his ſuppeſed Father loſs his Crown for the Sake 
of their Religion: and the only Reaſon (for io they ar- 
'gue) why his pretended Son has for /o many Years been 
unjuſtly kept out of his NATURAL RIGur, is be- 
cauſe he invariably adheres to that ſame Religion whiah 
King James the Second ſacrificed his All to promote. Now 
if no other Teft will ſo effectually exclude the Papiſfts, 
(who are bitter and profeſs'd Enemies to every Branch 
of our Conſtitution) as the Sacramental Te; and this 
Ne unhappily affects the worldly Intereſts of ſome 
few Proteflants among us, whoſe Conſciences will not 
allow them to comply with what the Law 2 
and yet the Safety of the Public will not allow the 
Society to indulge their Conſeiences— In this Caſe, 
the Nation has certainly a Right to preſerve it ſelf, 
may, is bound in Duty ro conſult the greater Interefts 
of the Majority. The Civil Government, indeed, in 
theſe unlucky Circumſtances, loſes the Service of ſome 
of its real Friends, and thoſe Friends loſe the Rewards 
and Advantages of Serving: But as this is not — ay 


RE 


of Choice upon the one ſide or the other, all that can be 


faid about it is this, It is the Misfortune, but not the 
Fault of either. | B 4ey 
- If we may credit Sir Villiam Temple, (a) the Pa- 
_ piſs in Holland have to the full as much to plead a- 
gainſt being excluded from the Civil Government 
there, as our Difſenters can poſſibly urge in their own 
Favour here. Speaking of the Roman Catholics, he 
Jays, © That their Religion alone is excepted from 
&« the Common Protection of the Laws.“ And after- 
-wards he adds, © That tho? thoſe of this Profeſſion 
<< are very numerous in the Country among the Pea- 
„ ſants, and confiderable in the Cities, and ſeem to be 
« a ſound Piece of the State, and faſt jointed in with 
„the reſt, and have neither given any Diſturbance to 
« the Government, nor expreſt any [nclination to a 
* Change, or to any Foreign Power, either upon the 
<< former Wars with Spain, or the later Invaſions of 
< the Biſhop of Munſter” yet he aſſures us, not- 
withſtanding all this, That they are not admitied to 
% any publick Charges.” | 
I: ſhould. now proceed to conſider thoſe curious 
Queſtions, p. 49, which our Author tells us be got a 
Friend to write over to Holland about, and to which 
an Anſwer was returned, which he tranſcribes, and 
thinks full to the Purpoſe; but I ſhall paſs over theſe, 
for the ſame Reaſon that I have already paſſed over 
ſome other Particulars in this. Performance, becauſe 
the Occaſional Paper beforementioned, N“ 6, offers 
what I think is ſufficient to obviate all that is here 
- ſuggeſted; tho' if our Author inſiſts upon further 
Satisfaction, I am prepar'd to give it him whenever 
he ſhall- call upon me. 1 8 
After what has been ſaid, I know of but one Ob- 
jection more, that can poſſibly be made, to any thing 


+ (a) V. Obſervations on the United Provinces, 5. 201, 202. 
BY Y | | | | that 
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that has thus far been offered in the preſent Debate, 
and that is this, viz. The /mprepriety and Unlawfuls 
neſs of making the Sacrament a Teſt; that the ſo do- 
ing, “ perverts the Defien of this ſacred Inſtitution, 

and occaſions much Hjckeadneſs in unworthy Receiu- 

© ers.” But this Objection is ſo fully conſidered, 

and in ſo 'maſterly a Manner, in the Plea for the Sa- 
cramental Teſt lately publiſhed, 'p. 118, c, &c. that 

there is no Occaſion for any one elſe to inſiſt on it, 

at leaſt till we hear what the Diſſenters can reply to 

the ſolid Reaſoning of that ingenious Writer. 

The next Point which our Author proceeds to, 

is a ſeeming Difficulty, as he expreſſeth it, p. 51, taken 

from the Att of Union in the 6th of Queen Anne. 716 
there ſaid that all and ſingular Acts of Parliament, 

c then in Force, for the Eſtabliſhment and Preſerva- 

© tion of the Church of England, and the Doctrine, 

« Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government thereof, 

&« ſhall remain and be in full Force for ever. And this ' 

&« At is declared to be an Eſſential and Fundamental 
« Part of be Union between the two Kingdoms. From 

«© hence, adds he, it is inſinuated that 20 Time can 

«© be proper to repeal the Corporation and Teſt Acts.“ 
Whether this be a real Difficulty, as well as ſeveral 

others mentioned in the Diſpute adjuſted, or only a 
ſeeming one, yet it is undoubtedly true, that 20 Time 

can he proper for the Diſſenters to attempt or deſire a 

P Repeal of theſe Acts, till they can remove this Diffi- 
culty, and ſhew there is nothing in it: Of this the 
Anſwerer himſelf ſeems ſenſible, and therefore tries his 

Skill upon it: The ſame Attempt was made, about 

three Years ago, by the Author of the Diſpute better 
adjuſted; but with what Succeſs, muſt be left to the 
Reader's Judgment, when the Evidence hath been 
examined. r > 

It would, indeed, be great Preſumption to ſet Bounds 

to the Power of the Parliament of Great Britain: But 

while that Awful Body ** not declared its Tow” 

ml | out 
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about any particular Point, be it what, it will, even 
particular and private Perſons may freely expreſs their 


Sentiments, provided they do it with Decency and 
Modeſty; But when once the Legiſlature of the 
Nation hath publickly fignified its Opinion, and iſ- 
ſued its Commands, Silence and Obedience become 
propereſt for Subjects. As things ſtand then ar pre- 
ſent, I hope I may be excuſed for venturing to pro- 
duce the Reaſons which incline many to believe, that 
the Corporation and Teft Acts may properly be conſidered 
as o of thole Laws, which, by the Ad of Union, 
are to remain and be in full Force for ever. 
In the Act of Security, which is recited in, and de- 
clared to be 4 Part of the Act of Union, it is expreſs- 
ly ſaid, „That beſides he Act of the 13 of Elixa- 
« beth, and the Act of Uniformity in King Charles 
“ the Seconds Reign, all ſuch! other 4s as were then 
« in Force for the Eftabliſhment and Preſervation of 
ce the Church of Exgland, and the Doctrine, Wor- 


„„ ſhip, . Diſcipline, and Government thereof, ſhall 


« be and remain in fu Force for ever.“ And 
why cannot the Corporation and Teſt Acts be two of 
the Acts here intended? Becauſe, ſays our Author, 
the Te Act was not made for theſe Ents, but 0 
prevent Dangers which may happen by Popiſb "Recuſants.- 
Be it ſo: But is there not a cloſe Connecłkion betwixt 
maintaining the Efabliſhment,. aud fo preſerving the 
Church of England, and gaarding againſt thoſe who 
are its profeſs's: Enemies? Can the Church of England 


bee /afe, and no Care taken to ſecure the Nation againſt 


the Attempts of Papiſs? And if this Lawdoth ſecure” 
us againſt them, is it not a Law for the Preſervation 
of the Church? Can the Church: be ſafe, if the State 
ſhands expoſed: to Danger from a- Set of Men who are 
Enemies both to Chur:h and State ? 2 


* 
* 
* 


But to go on to the Corporation Act; one End of 
this Law, was for the Peſervation of the publick Peace 
both in Church aud State; But © unleſs it can be 
= FI % main- 
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** maintained, ſays the Anſwerer, that public Peace in 
« Church and State is the ſame with Do@rine, Worſhip, 
« Diſcipline, and Goverument of the Church of Exg- 
e land, this Act was in no Senſe included in the A 
& for ſecuring the Church at the Union.” No? 
Hoc pot the AZ of Security provide in expreſs Terms, 
for the Flat Contiuugnce of all Laws then in Force, 


Fo. 
eſer vpe 
| ech ? 


liſbing Corporations: The Occaſion of this Act, as 
he Ig it ſelf informs us, was this, ** Thar ſeveral 
„ Queſtions having ariſen, whether one Part of the 
„Corporation Act, as it Rood in King Charles the 
„ Secand's Reign, which for ſeveral 'Years laſt paſt 
had been generally neglected and unobſerved, were 
. D 2 ben e yet 
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yet in Force or not: That therefore the Parlia- 
* ment took in hand, to put an End to all' ſuch 
&© Queſtions: And, to eſtabliſh the Peace and Quiet 
* of Corporations, indemnified all concerned from 
ce all {ſuch Penalties as they might poſſibly have in- 
© curred by ſuch their Neglect or Omiffion :—And 
& further ordered, for the future, that the Oathand De- 
& claration, the taking and ſubſcribing of which had for 
& ſo long a Time been generally diſuicd, ſhould neither 
« of them be any more required.” The ſecond part 
of this Statute, amounts to no more than a Sort of 
AF of Grace, pardoning and indemnifying ſuch as 
then ſtood expoſed to the Pains and Penalties of the 
Corporation Act, for not having taken the Sacrament, 
as was by that Act required, within one Year next be- 
fore their Election into Office: With this reaſonable 
Addition befides, That all Proſecutions ſor ſuch Omiſ- 
fions, in time to come, ſhould be commenced within 
Six Months after the offending Party was choſen in- 
to Office, and when commenced, be carried on with- 
out wilful Delay. Now, this laſt Part can never, 
with any Propriety be called a Repeal of any Part 
of the Corporation Act: Such as offend againſt it in 
time coming, by not taking the Sacrament as requi- 
red, are ill liable to the very /ame Penalties, as they 
were before, only there is a Time fixed, as it is pro- 
per there ſhould be, within which the Offenders muſt 
proſecuted And as to the firſt Part of this Sta- 
tute, tho' called a Repeal of Part of the Corporation 
Act, as it ſtood formerly, yet it is ſuch a Repeal as 
cannot be any way inconſiſtent with the At of Se- 
curity, even ſuppoſing the Corporation. Act is, or was 
intended to be included in it. All and ſingular the 
Statutes now in Force, ſays the Act of Security, for 
ſuch and ſuch Purpoſes, ſhall remain and be in full 
Force for ever, But what has this Clauſe to. do with 
ſuch Acts, or Parts of Acts, as were gone in- 
to General Diſuſe, long before the Securify Act was 
| : paſſed, 


RE >... 5 
* |. paſſed, and about which it was a Oueſtion whether 
they were in Force or not? Could the Legiſlature 
be ſuppoſed to preclude it ſelf from deciding ſuch 
Queſtions, and putting an End to them by ſome ex- 
plicit Declaration upon the Point in Diſpute? And 
ſuppoſing they thought it the beſt and ſafeſt way 
to end ſuch Diſputes by the Formality of a (Repeal, 
Doth ſuch Repeal, in Fact, amount to any thing more 
than giving Judgment upon the Queſtion before them, 
and pronouncing a Definitive Sentence in the Negative, 
That ſuch Acts or Parts of Acts are not in Force? 
Let the Anſwerer make more of it if he can— Nay, 
in Fact, it will appear from what I ſhall have Oc- 
caſion preſently to take notice of () that the Houſe 
of Commons in a Debate previous to the paſſing the 
Af of Security plainly ſignified, by th anner in 
which a Queſtion then moved and put in that Houſe 
was agreed to be ſtated, that in their Opinion the 
Corporation Act, as to the Oath and Declaration here 
referred to, and which were explicitly and formally 
repealed by this Statute in 1712, was even in 1706 of 
no Force or Obligation. | 
And now having done with our Author upon this 
Point, it is high Time to caft an Eye upon the Poſt- 
ſcript to the Diſpute better adjuſted: It is to me utter- 
ly inconceivable, how that Writer could cver be guil- 
ty of ſo groundleſs and injurious an Infinuation as he 
here ſuggeſts againſt the Author of the Diſpute ad- 
juſted, as if he had aſſerted that either the Corporation 
or Teſt Act was expreſly, in ſo many Words, declared 
by the Adt of Union to be an eſſential and fundamental 
Part of the Union between the two Kingdoms; however 
as this Charge is abſolutely without any Foundation, 
I therefore paſs on to conſider what, till it's dete&- 
ed, has ſome little Appearance of an Argument. 
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Amendme 


| 2 hy Volume of tbe Annals of Queen Anne's Reign, page 
A mittee of the whole Houſe went upon the rogrofled 
be Secu- 


WEE 


We are kold in this Poſtſcript, That the Corporati- 


on and Teft Acts are ſo far from being 7 the 


Union Act, That the Union AB was made ab/olutely eu- 


 clufive of them By which I 457 25 15 meant that 


they are not only not mentioned or particularly named, 
bur that it was the Intention of the Feld Parliament at 
that time abſolutely to exclude them from being ever 
underſtqqd as compriſed in that General Clauſe, where- 
by it is declared, e That all and ſingular Acts of 

Parliament, then in Force for the Eftabliſhment 
4 and Preſervation of the Church of England, hall 
« remain and be in full Force for ever.” In proof 
of this hardy Aſſertion, it is ſaid, © That upon the 
&« ſecond Reading of the Bill for ſecuring the Church 


4 of England, in the Houſe of Lords, it being put 


e to the lige whether the Houſe would give 
Leave for the inſerting the Te Act in that 
& Bill, it was reſolved in the Negative by a 
% Majority of Sixty Three againſt Thirty Three. 
And in the Houſe of Commons, a Motion being made, 
and the Queſtion ut, 06,5. an Amendment or 
nts ſhould be received, for particularly nam- 
ing the e and Teft Acts in the Ad of Secu- 


ii, it paſſed in the Negative; and accordingly the 
E paſſes without any Amendment. This 


Writer ſhould have told us, what was the true Reaſon 
(which 7be Hiſtorian, whom he cites as his Voucher, 


BL E mentions, in the very Page referred to) 


this Queſtion paſſed in the Negatives in the 


Houſe of Commons: But, to ſupply this Defect, I 


ſhall tranſcribe rhe whole Paſſage as it ſtands in the 


o. Two Days aft 


er, the Commons, in a Com- 


* Bill from the Lords, entituled, An Ad for the Se 
e rity of the Church of England as by Law eſtabliſhed ; 
and a Motion being made, and the Queſtion pro- 
„ poſed, that it be an Inſtruction to the ſaid Com- 

| % mittee 
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thit they might {delve an Ame ident or. 
e Amendttents for the particularly naming the Act of 


et mittet, 


«the tzth Yeat of King Charles the S7 cond, fot 7 
4% we)! governing and regulating Corporations, as to 
« much is is not” repealed ; and. alſo the Ack of the 
«'2fth of the hl King, for preventing Dangers which 
ce 7 May h4 a by Ps in Recuſants , an Amendment was 
to be, made by adding to the * 
Words (- Altho' Feu) Ly, 4 
on 4 948 15 m the Bill.) And the ueſtic 
cc that 2 me Wards 755 Ale to mT Queſt 185 
« reſolved in the Affirmative : T hen the main ion. 
being put, That it Fg an Inſtruction to the ſai 1 
© mittec, that they may receive an Amendment or 
* Amendments for the particularly naming. the Act o 
& the 13th of King. Charles the Second, For the wel 
00 overning and re gulating Corporations as to ſo much 
wy + is 106 re alta) (4). And allo ws. & of the . 
4c of the faid King, For preventih; at which 
« happen from Popiſh Recuſants, e tlually ; 
e ſufficiently provided for in the Bill ) it Sg in 
wt 2550 3 
Now, doth 15 erer orie fee that the t "OR 
why it y it paſſed in the Negative was becauſe t 
PA. of Opinion, 5 the Contintance of theſe 4 4 | 
a inal tory /uff Any provided. for wit 2 
11 Ry This. * decl. ue: to . 
Keule % wet ouſe, b Fic reſolyi bg, put thy, * 8 
Queſtion with the N. ition of theſe. Fords juſt how 
mentioned. (% efeftually and ufficient! provided -f 
in the” Bill) And how then could this 9 riter 
as lit Jo, That he A of Union vas made. ab Ne 
evtlnfive of the Corporation and Te Ads? Or, which 
is ots and the ſame, that it was never intended, that theſe 
two” Ay Mould be underſtodd to be comprized 1 8 that 


general Clauſe, Wliereby the 4d of Security declate: 
* * That all and ſingular / Acts then in force 175 


r the 
7 221 Theic are the Words ds to in the Drakes Page. | 
« Eſtabliſhment 


C32: T 
ct Eſtabliſhment and Preſeryation of the Church of. 
« England ſhall be and remain in full force for ever? 
How, I (dy, could he aſſert this, when on the con- 
trary, here is an expreſs Vote of the Houſe of Commons, . 
declaring, that that Houſe was of Opinion that he 
two Ads were effettually and ſufficiently - 4 Wraw-4 for by. 
that Bill? And if they were not included in that gene- 
ral Clauſe, there was nothing in the whole Bill Which 
any way related to them. As to the Houſe of Lords, 
J dare {ay we ſhould find, had we as particular an Ac- 
count of what paſſed there, that they were determin- 
ed by the very ſame Reaſon not to inſert the Teſt Act 
particularly, which determined the Commons not. to 
name either That or the Corporation Act. i; 
I retufn now to the Author of The Reaſenablevel of. 
Applying, who, nor, content with ſuppoſing that he 
Legiſlature has broke in upon the Union, by what hath. 
been ſince done in England, maintains that they have 
done the like with Regard to Scotland: And he inſiſts 
upon three Inſtances. © n I EY 
1. The Firſt is, The repealing, in 1712, the Act 
apainſt Patronages paſſed in the Scorch Parliamem in 
1690. Now with reſpe& to this we may obſerve, 
That by this Act in 1épo, it was ordained, That for 
the Power of Preſentation taken from the Patrons, the 
| Heretors of each Pariſh were to pay ibem 600 Merks. 
Scotch,” and the Heretors might compell the Patrons to ac- 
cept of ſuch Payment. But in twenty two Years, from 
the paſling this Act to the Repeal of it, the Money or- 
dained to be paid the Patrons never. was paid at all, 
except in two or three Pariſhes, throughout the whole 
Kingdom. Such as had complied with the Terms of 
the Act, and paid the Price enjoyned, were ſecured in 
their Rights by the Act in 1712. But as for thoſe 
Who had never complied, IJ bat Right could they poſ- 
ſibly pretend by Yirtue of a Lau Which they had va- 
cated by their own Default? Could any Pariſh in Scot- 
land, except the two or three before ſpoken of, have. 
IE e of e e I gs ate - juſtified 


G 

juſtified their Title to what they had got Poſfeſſion 
of, if it had been conteſted? Could they have plead- 
ed this Act in Bar to their being ſentenced to reſtore 
what they unjuſtly detained from the Right Owners? 
If not; As they had manifeſtly made the Law to be 20 
Law fo them, by their own Default, befote ever it was 
repealed, ſo the formal repealing of it in 1712, tho? it 
did Juſtice to the ene Side, I mean to the Patrons, by 
reſtoring them to their Right, took nothing from the 
other that they had any warrantable Title to, or any 
Law to ſupport them in the Poſſeſſion of. But, 
The Author of the Diſpute better adjuſied, infinuates; 
ge 40, as if the Church Government in Scotland had 
cen materially altered by the Statute in 1712, repeal- 
ing the Act againſt Paironagesz becauſe, beſides this 
laſt named Act, another made in the yth Seſſion of the 
Firſt Parliament of King William and Queen Mary, 
(and he might have added a third too, made in the 
Sixth Seſſion of the ſame Parliament) was likewiſe 
repealed by that Statute, and the Right of diſpoſing Vas 

cant Stipends #0 pious Uſes was reſtored, ſettled and con- 
d to the Patrons : From whence he would inſi - 
nuate, that this very material Piece of Power, viz. 
the diſpoſing of vacant Stipends, had been in other Hands 
at the Time of the Union, and, tho“ confirped in thoſe 
Hands by the Treaty of Union, had been ſince violent - 
ly wreſted from them— Whereas the Truth of the 
Matter appears to be this, after taking all the Care I 
was capable of to diſcover it, That all the Acts of 
Parliament, relating to the di/pofing of vacant Stipentls 
which'were' in Force at the Time of the Union, veſted 
the Patrons with the Right of poſing of ſuch Stipends 
for pious Uſes within their reſpective Pariſhes : Even 
the 48 againſt Patronages did this, as will appear upon 
looking into it, provided the Patrons were Proteſtants. 
This was the Law of Scotland at the Time of the Union, 
with reſpe& to the Nation in general; to which I 
know of but r7wo Exceptions throughout the whole 
WP ow... Kingdom: 


loweſt State of Indi 
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Kingdom: And for theſe a fair and natural Account 
may be given, as well as a ſufficient Reaſon aſſigned 
for the revoking and annulling them. _ 
1. The Firſt relates to the Shire of Argyle, which 
having been miſerably harraſſed, and reduced to the 

e 

i 


nce, before the Revolution, the 
Firſt Parliament of King William and Queen Mary in 
its Second Seſſion ordained, That the. Synod of Arg yle 
ſen: 0 be empowered to collect and apply, with . 


nt of the Heretors, the vacant Stipends within its 
unds for the training up of Youths at Scbools and Col- 
leges an other pious Uſes. - _ 
. The other Exception to the general R le, was ap- 
pointed and enacted by Parliament ſoon after the Re- 
yolution, whereby Care was taken to provide for.a 
Supply of the vacant Kirks North the Water of Forth; 
= the reſpective Presbyterics, within that Part of 
the Country (where .the Yar Clergy and Gentry were 
©) 


more univerſally for King James, and againſ the Re- 
volution than any where elſe) were empowered to ap- 
Ut and collect out of the vacant Stipend of each vacant 
Kirk, as much as. ſhould be ſufficient to pay the Mo- 
| Ap by Parliament for ſupplying ſuch vacant 


1 


Theſe were the only two Exceptions to the general 
Rule: The Right of the Patrons to diſpoſe of the va- 
cant Stipends, ſtood in all other Reſpects, over the 
whole Kingdom, juſt as it does now, ſince the al 
of the Act againſt Patronages: But as theſe #20 Ex- 
ceptions were evidently occaſioned by, and founded 


Boon particular temporary Reaſons, ſo. of courſe when 
wr 


ircumſtances were altered, the Reaſon of theſe Ex- 
ceptions ceaſed, and conſequently it was unreaſonable 


to continue them any longer. | 
Ik, after all that hath been faid to juſtify the Con- 


duct of the Britiſh Parliament in repealing the A a- 
gainſt Parronages, it be ſtill further objected, That it 
is inconſiſtent with the Iutereſt and Safety of the ww 


[ 5s ] 


Scotland to bave the Power ef be Pulleys 

ped in the Hands of ber Enemies, as 14 Ri 
tronage frequently is (a). To this it is a ſufficient — 
ſwer, That this Objection is founded upon a Sup 
ſition which is abſolutely falſe, piz.' That the — „1 
| bound to admit bomſusver a Patron. Fer cg 
Whereas by an Act og in the Pourt on of the 
Firſt Parliament of King William and Queen Mary, it 
is expreſly provided, * That none be admitted or 
« continued to be a Miniſter' or Preacher in this 
« Church, unleſs t firſt ſwear and ſubſcribe the 
“ Confeſton of Faith; as the Confeſſion of their Faith, 
„ and that they will conſtantly adhere to it; as like- 
« wiſe, that they own Presbyierian Government, s 
„% now ſettled, to be the oly Government of this 
% Church, and will. /ubmit thereto, and never endea- 
« your the dice thereof: Alſo, that rhep#fub- 
© ſcribe 0 obſerve, and do obſerve the Uniformity of 
& Norſbip Ordinances as nom performed and au- 
«© thorized.** And then, to render this Law effectual, 
a Clauſe is added, (in Cafe any Minifter, or menu, 
— others, ſhall offend - againſt it) enjoining © | 

Council, and all Magiſtrates and Oficers of 

« Juſtice to aſſiſt to make the Semences and Cenſures 
2 of the Church” (meaning Settlements, Suſpenſions, 
Deprivarions, — e like) “ to be obeyed, or other- 
« wiſe effectual againſt fuch Offenders. And is not 
this a ſufficient Guard againſt the Inconvenience pre- 
tended to ariſe from the Right of Paironggt 0 0 
ſtands? But to proceed 

Hdiy, The Author of The Reaſonableneſ* of drphing 
having recited, page f6, a Part of this very Law which 
T have juſt now quoted, mentions two Partieutars, 
page y, wherein fo thinks it was manifeſtly broke: 75 
aw and in . n e 1 yogi At inn bs 
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Tenth of Queen Ame, whereby thoſe of the Epiſcopal 
Communion in Scotland are allowed (under certain Limi» 
tations therein named) to aſſemble freely for the Exerciſe 
of Divine Worſhip, and all Sheriffs; &c. are required 
#0. proteft, aid and afſifs tbem in ſuch their Aſſemblies : 
And again by the ſame Statute it is enacted, That 
no Civil Pain or Forfeiture ſhall be in any Ways 
incurred by Reaſon of any Excommunication or Pro- 
* ſecution in order to Excommunication by the Church 
$© Judicatories in that Part of Great Britain called 
$6. Scotlaud.”” But with what Part of the Law refer- 
ed to is either of theſe Particulars inconſiſtent ? | 
I. As to the Firſt, viz. the Tolerating thoſe of. the 
Epiſcopa ! Perſuaſion, He thinks; this is contradictory 
to the Clauſe before recited, which provides, Thar 
nene be admitted to be a Miniſſer or Preacher in 
Kthe Church unleſs they own. Presbyterian Govern- 
$$ ment, &c.“ But wherein lies the ſuppoſed; Con- 
txaricty or Diſagreement? Are tiot the Epiſcopal Mi- 
niſters,. by he very Statute which tolerates them, ex- 
Peedy: excluded ftom officiating in any Pariſh Church 
In: al Scotland? And is the allowing chem to —.— | 
Divine Worſhip in their own Mating: Houſes, the fame 

as admitting them to be Minifters or Preachers in the 
Eſtabliſhed Church? Can the Diſſenting Miniſters here 


in England be ſaid to be Miuiſters or Preachers in the 


Church of Euglaud, becauſe They: and their Followers 
are allowed 0:worfbip:God in their own Way There 
was indeed an: Ac paſſed in the Scotch Parliament. in 
1695, againſt irregular Baptiſms and Marriages, where- 


by the hen . Epiſcopal Clergy, who were turned but of 


their Churches, were prohibited to baptize any Chil. 
2 en, or ſolemnize any Marriage, upon Pain of perpetual 


4 was only intended againſt the Epiſcopal: Clergy - 
turned out after_the Revolution, fo it was, in its Nav 
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preſumed to be actually ſo vacated in almoſt twenty four 
Years after the Revolution, for ſo long it was after the 
Revolution before ever it was repealed z and the Perſons 
inſt whom it was deſigned, were, in a manner all of 
them, either dead, or retired into other Countries 
from - whence they had no thought of returning. 
So that the utmoſt that can be ſaid againſt what 
was done, in this particular, by the Britiſh Par- 
liament in 1712, is, That they did what there 
was but little Occaſion for doing— But, what- 
ever be the Opinion of ſeculative Politicians, it is a 
good general Maxim, never to let an old Lau fand 
wnrepealed when the Reaſon of it is ccaſed; becauſe there 
is no knowing how far the Leiter of it may, ſane time 
or other, be abuſed to the oppreſſing of innocent People. 
It cannot be urged that the Statute repealing this 
Law (whatever effect it might accidentally have) 
was /o worded as to give any Encouragement to Ja- 
cobitiſm or Clandeftine Marriages, which are the only 
two Objections againſt it: Becauſe no Epiſcopal. Mi- 
niſter is entitled to the Benefit of it, who does not 
firſt take an Oath of Allegiance to the t. Go 
vernment, and abjure the Pretender. And as to Clan- 
deſtins Marriages, there is this expreſs Clauſe, That 
&«. n Epiſcopal Miniſter preſume to marry any Per- 
«ſons, but thoſe: whoſe Barns have been duly pub» 
<« liſhed three ſeveral Lord's Days in the Zpi/copal 
<< Congregations which the two Parties frequent, and 
in the Churches to which they belong by, virtue 
« of their Reſidence; and that upon the ſame Pains 
&« and Puniſhments as are already inflicted by the Laws 
of . Scotland in Caſes of Clandeſtine Marriages.” 
Thus much far the firſt Point, viz, The Toleration 
granted in 1712.70. the. Epiſcopalians in Scotland; I 
come now to the ſecond Particular, viz, A il -> 
1. 7e Extratting the Sting of Excommunication, by decla- 
ring that no Civil Paint or Forfeitures ſhould attend it, As 
to the Cenſures and Sentenzes of the Church — 
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F[ 38] 
the concluding Clauſe of the Law before ſpoken of, 
which fixes a 77% ro be undergone by al Perſans: 1 

be admitted as Miniſters or Preachers in the Eftabliſhed 
Church of Scotland; thoſe Sentences and Cenſures, which 


the Privy-Council and all Magiſtrates are required to do 


their utmoſt to make eſoctual, relate fingly to the Par · 
ries offending againſt that particular Af, and to ng 
other Caſe whatever: For all Act, enjoining Civil 
Pains upon Sentences of Excommunication were | 
ed by an Act of the Scotch Parliament : ſoon after the 
Revolution: So that the Declaration in the Statute of 
1912, is no more than a Ratiſicatian by the Parlia» 
ment of Great Britain of what had been done by the 
Parliament of Scotland twenty Years before. And 
the Reader will think I have ſufficient» 
ty confured our Author's three Inflances, which he 
inſiſto on to prove that the Parliament of Great 
Brizain have already Broke tbr the Articles of the 
Union with Regard to Scotland. FIR 
The Author of the Diſpute adjuſted ndyiſes the 
Di —_ to moderate their Zeal, and not-puſh 
fo keenly for the Repeal of the Laus in ion; 
&« hut Wait till they wrought the Body of the 
Nation into a Belief that there ought to be no 
Church Eſtabliſhment at all, or into a thorow Dif- 
„ ie of the preſent Eftabliſhmenr, or at leaſt into 
« 2 greater Diſpoſition to give it up, or to ſes it 
& Hurt, than hitherto either among Cler- 
the Author 


of the Diſputs better adjuſted is very much diſpleaſed, 
and as ks p. 36, What then muſ we du hy wait f— 


How long? u, if the Truth of the Caſe he ſpolen 
&lt . — If chis be the Truth, there is no help 
for it Bur if the Diffenters are, in good earneſt, ſo 
zealous tor the National Intereſt, as they ſay, and if 
cke Intereſt of che Majority be inconſiſtent with cheirs, 
and, according to the higheſt Computation that was. 


ever made of their Numbers, they certainly don't riſe 
_ | | Cams + 
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to the Proportion of One in Eigbteen, I wiſh t 
would be perſuaded for the Sake of the Public, 
which they are ſs ſmall a Part, to attend to what was 
obſerved many Years ago by Sir William Temple G 
and will always hold true to the End of the Wor 

c Whoſoever, ſays he, deligns the Change of Reli- 
« pion in a Country, or Government, by any other 
« Means than that of a 1 Converſion of the 
& People, or the greateſt Part of chem, deſigns all 
& the Miſchiefs to a Nation, that uſe to uſher in ar 
& attend the two greateſt Diſtempers of a State, 
„ Civil War or Tyranny.” This is an Obſervation 
which he . 9 5 by inconteſtable FaQs : And would 
any good Subject, or good natur'd Man, riſque ſuch 
Conlequences fo a Nation in General, in behalf of ſo 
ſmall a Part of it, who labour under no other Diffi- 
culty but this, That the Public for ſeveral Reaſons can“ 
not think it proper, and therefore refuſeth to allow then 
a Share in the Adminiſiration? 5 ; 


But to return to our Author, who finds. fault, p. 70, 
with the Diſpute adjuſted for expreſſing, p. 17, fo 
much Deference to thoſe able Heads who maturely con: 
dere and wiſely adjuſted the proper Bounds between the 
Church and Diſſenters immediately after the Revolution; 
And hereupon he purs a Queſtion to this Purpoſe 
Suppoſing more could not well be done at that time, for 
the Cauſe of true Liberty, than was done; can no Time 
future erefore proper to do, what might be then 
impracticable? To this I anſwer— Every one knows 
that a thing may be improper and impraCicable at o 
Time, that is not fo at angther, nor does the Ad- 
Jufter deny this, The ſtudied Brevity and Canciſcneſs 
of that Writer would not indeed allow him to draw 
his Conſequences, and explain them, at that ogg 
which is generally done in larger Compoſitiohs; but 
ſtill all is plain, and his Arguments and Principles 
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are ſo fared and put together, that no intelligent 
Reader can. poſſibly miſtake the true Concluſſon: 
And therefore, in the Caſe before us, in order to find 
'out his true Meaning, let us examine the Paragraph 
referr'd to from the Beginning. © hen the Way, 
„ ſays he, is thus prepared, They, i. e, the Diſſenters, 
&« will eaſily attain their End.” — How prepared? 


Why, in the Manner Pre of juſt before, © when 
<< they have wrought . 


| Body of the Nation into a 
© Balief that there ought to be no Church Eſtabliſh» 
ment at all, or into a thorow Difſlike of thy preſent Sc, 
when this is done, They will cafily attdin their End; 
and till this is done, no Time can be proper to grant 
their Requeſt:  ** But this will be a Work of Time,” 


adds the Adjuſter, — Why? Becauſe he thinks that 


'« they will find it difficult to perſuade confiderate an 
* impartial Men, that the Bounds betwixt the Church 
and Diſſenters can be more wiſely fixed than they 
„ere immediately after the Revolution by the then Le- 
© giſſature. But why does he think they will find 
It difficult to perſuade Confiderate and Impartial Per- 
ſons to believe this? Not becauſe what was impra- 
Eicable in Time paſt, muſt be ſo now But becauſe 


this Point, about fixing the Bounds between the Church 


aud Diſſenters, having been already conſidered by 
Wiſe and Inpartial Perſons, by Men of as able Heads 


2 any. Age has produced, and who were under no Bi- 


aſt againſt the Diſenters, but diſpoled to confider their 
Caſe in the moſt 1 4 Light; and the N 


Which determined theſe Wiſe and [mpartial Perſons, 


upon mature Deliberatio, to ſettle Matters as they 
did, without going any farther, ſtill continuing to be 
Reaſons now as much as they were then; it may rea- 
ſonably be preſumed that all Wiſe and Impartial Men 
will, in like Circumſtances, generally conſider and 
conſequently ſee things in much the ſame Light in 
which they appeared to the /ame Sort of Perſons, to 
Miſe and Impartial Men, immediately after om Re- 
* volution. 


Wi! 


vetution. For it is 4 received Maxim in the Morat 


& well as Natural World, That like Catfes where the 
Have liks Matter to work apon generally produce like E 
fest. This, I think, is the Adjuſtes's Reafoning 
with the Conſequences drawn out at Length an 
rticularly explained; and taken in this = what 
ecomes of all our Author's Queſtions upon this Point? 
The Aljaſter, p. 18, juft before he concludes, ex- 
prefles himſelf in this manner, Fe bade bad long 
Experience ＋ the good Effects of what was then ſettled, 
meaning the 'Toleration immediately after; the Revo- 
lution: Upon which our Author makes this ſtrange 
Remark in the Beginning of his Performance, p. 6, 
& The Diſpute adjufted acknowledges, ſays he, that 
& ve hate long experienced the good Efes of rhe 


& rioti are in proportion to the Liberty 8 
& why will not à greater Degtee of Liberty produce 


& hore good Bent? Bur let us put this Sentence 


into order Words, and try how it will ſound then; 
If the granting of Liberty rb à certain Degree, and withs 
in preſcribed Bounds, produces good Effefts, would not the 
granting it in an unlimited Manner, and without any 
Bounds, produce good Effects without Bounds? Thanks 
be to God that the Phyſicians of our Days do not rea- 
ſon in ſuch Manner as this about their Patients, if 
they did it would be very dangerous following their 
Preſcriptions And indeed if the State-Phyficians were 
of the ſame Opinion, the Nation would foon expire 
under their Hands: For to take a familiar Inſtance 
which every body will feel, 4#s of Grace, which are 
Indulgences to Liberty, are ſometimes expedient and of Ser- 
vice, but if the good Effects of Liberty are always proportionate 
to the Duantity of Liberty granted, then a greater Degree of 
Liberty muſt produce more good Effects, and ſa on with- 
out ſtopping : And if ſo, we ought to have Afts of Grace 

every Weel in the Year, and every Day in the Heek, 


Ii. e. we onght to have no Puniſhments, and conſequent» 
h no Government at all. ? 


F | The 


% Toleration: Now, if the god Effects of 4 Tolera - 
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+ There is but one Paſſage more in the Diſpute. 
adjuſted, which the 3 takes Notice of, 
and that is the laſt Sentence in that Pamphlet; 
« Whenever the Church ſhall break in upon the To- 
&« leration, or the Toleration upon the Church, the 
« Peace of this Country is at an End.” The plain 
and obvious Meaning of which Words is this, Z/ben- 


ue with him about it— I therefore take Leave of 
Ne and am hopeful that upon cooly reconfiderin 
bis Fats and his A 8 


gnificuncy of th rn 
the Inſignificancy of the and the Inconcluſive- 
nels of the Other. e 
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